November 18, 2003

Throughout the country there are national
bottlenecks that congest our communities and
slow our national economy down.

As we all know from experience—if there is
a bottleneck on the highway, traffic several
miles away can be affected.

If the type of gridlock that | just described
happens and goes unchecked, it will affect an
entire region, and the entire country, and ulti-
mately our economy and the livability of our
communities.

These are projects located throughout the
country that are ready to go major investments
in the national transportation infrastructure.

By funding these projects we will be stimu-
lating the national economy while investing in
the long-term health of our national transpor-
tation infrastructure.

This legislation, like the entire transportation
reauthorization bill is an economic stimulus
package. For every billion dollars invested in
public transportation infrastructure 47,000 jobs
are created.

| ask my colleagues to strongly support this
legislation as part of the transportation reau-
thorization bill.

Join me and support The Goods Movement
Projects of National Economic Significance.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan addresed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. EMANUEL addresed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. RYAN of Ohio addresed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the
Bush administration has openly dem-
onstrated its dissatisfaction with the
stories that the major media has cho-
sen to broadcast about lIraq, saying
that the news media too often covers
the negative events that occur in Iraq
but rarely reports the positive hap-
penings there. In fact, in their peak in
order to achieve its desired results, the
administration has regularly pressured
reporters to find the so-called good
news in Iraq or lose access.

Perhaps the reason reporters have
been focusing on the so-called negative
stories about Irag has something to do
with the fact that since the start of the
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war in March, over 412 soldiers have
been killed in action, in fact, two more
today. Over 2,000 have been wounded
and at least 7,000 have been evacuated
to hospitals for noncombat medical
conditions, not to mention that ap-
proximately 4,000 unarmed lIragis have
perished since the war began.
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You have to agree, it is a bit easier
to understand the media’s decision
about which stories to report when
those tragic numbers are considered.

Still, the White House wants report-
ers to focus on the supposedly good
news, but intimidating reporters into
writing stories that make President
Bush look good is not enough for the
White House. Instead of just spinning
the news, Bush’s people want nothing
short of controlling the information
that comes back to the United States
from Iraq. They want to have final say
as to what gets reported and what does
not, what the American public actually
knows and what is spoken only in faded
whispers halfway around the world.

So they decided to do what any auto-
cratic, propaganda-loving dictator like
Saddam Hussein himself would have
done, bypass the media entirely.

The Coalition Provisional Authority,
which runs Iraq and was created by the
Bush administration, plans to create
its own broadcast operation which will
broadcast live to the United States 24
hours a day from Iraq, and one of the
worst parts about this project is that
the money to pay for it comes from the
$87 billion in emergency supplemental
funds that Congress recently approved
to continue military operations in
Irag. That means that the U.S. tax-
payers are paying for Bush’s propa-
ganda campaign that attempts to fal-
sify and falsely mold their perceptions
about the increasingly unsustainable
situation in lrag.

Mr. Speaker, this is not the first
time the Bush administration has
dared to control the media. Fearing
that support for his lraq policy would
fade if Americans caught sight of U.S.
soldiers returning home in flag-draped
caskets, the Bush administration
banned all news coverage and photog-
raphy of dead soldiers’ homecomings
on all military bases. This new, govern-
ment-run propaganda operation, which
is informally referred to within the ad-
ministration as C-SPAN Baghdad, rep-
resents a new low even for the Bush ad-
ministration. Influencing the media is
one thing; controlling it is something
entirely different.

Mr. Speaker, we must stay on top of
this.

—————
HISTORY OF MEDICAID

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BisHorp of Utah). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, | want to give my colleagues a little
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bit of history about the entitlement
programs.

When | was in the Indiana State Sen-
ate in 1969, the Federal Government
came to Indiana and said if we did not
take the Medicaid program, they would
withdraw $2.5 million in Federal high-
way funds from Indiana. They were, in
effect, blackjacking our State, and I
went to the floor of the State Senate
and said we ought to tell them to keep
their $2.5 million because it will cost us
10 times that much if we take the Med-
icaid program. Boy, was | off.

The Medicaid program that we
thought would end up around $20, $25
million is now $1.4 billion or 70 times,
70 times what we anticipated, and then
the Medicare program, which was
passed in 1965 | believe, it was supposed
to cost $3 billion the first year. In fact,
it was $3 billion. In 2001, it was $241 bil-
lion. That is 80 times more, 80 times
more than it was initially.

The prescription drugs that are in
the bill that we are talking about right
now they said was going to cost $400
billion, that provision. The bill has not
even gotten out of the conference com-
mittee yet, and it is already up to $432
billion according to CBO. If we look at
the way the Medicaid program has pro-
gressed over the past 25 to 30 years and
we look at how the Medicare program
has progressed over the past 25 to 30 to
40 years, we can assume that the pre-
scription drug benefit is going to go
out of sight as well, and if that hap-
pens, if it goes up say 70 times, like
Medicare and Medicaid did, we could
see an annual expenditure for prescrip-
tion drugs of $2- or $3 trillion. This
thing could bankrupt America.

So we should be looking at another
approach, which is the reimportation
that we talked about, putting competi-
tion and market prices into effect and
competition to keep the prescription
drug prices down. Seventy-six percent
of the seniors in this country already
have prescription drug coverage. So we
are only talking about the other 24 or
25 percent, and yet we are going to
have an all-encompassing program
when we should only be helping those
who truly need the help, but for those
who really are looking forward to the
program, let me just give my col-
leagues some facts, and | hope that
there may be some seniors and my col-
leagues who are paying attention to
this.

The premium per year is $420. Then
there is an additional $275 deductible.
That is a total of $695 the seniors will
have to pay before they get a dime, and
then they pay 25 percent of the first
$2,200 of prescription drugs that they
buy. That is another $550. So they are
going to pay $1,245 before they get a
dime, $1,245, and then for that $1,245,
they are going to get $1,650 in coverage.

That is not the end of it because be-
tween $2,200 and $3,600 there is no cov-
erage whatsoever. So that is another
$1,400 that they will be out of pocket. If
we add that together, that means if a
senior citizen has to spend $3,000 on
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